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SUPREME COURT MINUTES 

MONDAY, APRIL 29, 2013 

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 

 

 

 

 S210102   KRAMER (SHARON  

   NOONAN) v. COURT OF  

   APPEAL, FOURTH  

   APPELLATE DISTRICT,  

   DIVISION ONE  

   (McCONNELL) 

 Petition for writ of mandate/prohibition denied 

 

 

 S210298 A134700 First Appellate District, Div. 5 PEOPLE v. ESMAILI (BEJAN) 

 Time for ordering review extended on the court’s own motion 

 The time for granting review on the court’s own motion is hereby extended to June 27, 2013.  

(Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.512(c).) 

 

 

 S078895   PEOPLE v. SIVONGXXAY  

   (VAENE) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon Senior Deputy State Public Defender Douglas Ward’s 

representation that he anticipates filing the appellant’s reply brief by December 31, 2013, 

counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to July 2, 2013.  

After that date, only three further extensions totaling about 180 additional days are contemplated. 

 An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the 

anticipated filing date.  (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).) 

 

 

 S089619   PEOPLE v. ALVAREZ  

   (FRANCISCO JAY) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Attorney General Sarah J. Jacobs’s representation 

that she anticipates filing the respondent’s brief by July 28, 2013, counsel’s request for an 

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to June 28, 2013.  After that date, only one 

further extension totaling about 30 additional days is contemplated. 

 An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the 

anticipated filing date.  (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).) 

 S093235   PEOPLE v. JOHNSON  
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   (JERROLD ELWIN) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Attorney General Masha A. Dabiza’s 

representation that she anticipates filing the respondent’s brief by May 30, 2013, counsel’s request 

for an extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to May 30, 2013.  After that date, no 

further extension is contemplated. 

 

 

 S132256   PEOPLE v. HELZER (GLEN  

   TAYLOR) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Jeanne Keevan-Lynch’s representation that she 

anticipates filing the appellant’s opening brief by December 15, 2013, counsel’s request for an 

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to June 25, 2013.  After that date, only three 

further extensions totaling about 170 additional days will be granted. 

 An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the 

anticipated filing date.  (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).) 

 

 

 S137730   PEOPLE v. POWELL (TROY  

   LINCOLN) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Attorney General Pamela C. Hamanaka’s 

representation that she anticipates filing the respondent’s brief by May 28, 2013, counsel’s request 

for an extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to May 28, 2013.  After that date, no 

further extension is contemplated. 

 

 

 S146528   PEOPLE v. SNYDER  

   (JANEEN MARIE) &  

   THORNTON (MICHAEL  

   FORREST) 

 Extension of time granted 

 On application of appellant Michael Thornton and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the 

time to serve and file appellant’s opening brief is extended to July 1, 2013. 
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 S146528   PEOPLE v. SNYDER  

   (JANEEN MARIE) &  

   THORNTON (MICHAEL  

   FORREST) 

 Extension of time granted 

 On application of appellant Janeen Marie Snyder and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the 

time to serve and file appellant’s opening brief is extended to July 1, 2013. 

 

 

 S168204   PEOPLE v. MOSLEY (BARRY  

   WENDELL) 

 Extension of time granted 

 On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file 

appellant’s opening brief is extended to June 24, 2013. 

 

 

 S191869   CARRASCO (ROBERT) ON  

   H.C. 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Robert R. Bryan’s representation that he 

anticipates filing the reply to the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus by 

June 29, 2013, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that document is granted 

to July 1, 2013.  After that date, no further extension will be granted. 

 

 

 S200366   BROWN (STEVEN ALLEN)  

   ON H.C. 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Emry J. Allen’s representation that he anticipates 

filing the reply to the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus by May 24, 2013, 

counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that document is granted to May 24, 

2013.  After that date, no further extension will be granted. 

 

 

 S208154   POWELL (CARL D.) ON H.C. 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Attorney General Paul E. O'Connor’s 

representation that he anticipates filing the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas 

corpus by August 22, 2013, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that 

document is granted to June 25, 2013.  After that date, only one further extension totaling about 

60 additional days is contemplated. 
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 S209568   JACKSON (ARTHUR DUANE)  

   v. S.C. (PEOPLE) 

 Extension of time granted 

 On application of real party in interest and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to 

serve and file the informal response is extended to June 3, 2013. 

 

 

 S210215   DRIVER (BILLY) v. S.C.  

   (PEOPLE) 

 Transferred to Court of Appeal, Second Appellate District 

 The above-entitled matter is transferred to the Court of Appeal, Second Appellate District, for 

consideration in light of Hagan v. Superior Court (1962) 57 Cal.2d 767.  In the event the Court of 

Appeal determines that this petition is substantially identical to a prior petition, the repetitious 

petition must be denied. 

 

 


